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Via Facsimile 202.219.3923, E-Mail and UPS Next-Day Air

Ms. Thomasenia Duncan, Esq.
Mr. Jeff S. Jordan, Esq.

Geneaxal Cammi’s Offic o
Fedesal Rlection Cousnission -
999 B Street, NW r—
Washingtan, DC 20463

Re:  Response of Robert Thompson Rz
MUR 6276 | 4

Dear Ms. Dunons sad Mr. Jordan:
'!nlndlebrybﬁueu -

On April 20, 2010, the Federal Election Commission (“FEC™) received a complaint filed
by the chair of the Democratic Party, Mark Brewer (“Complaint™). The Complaint listed as
m the Miclun Republican Party, the Republican National Onmuee. their
respective chairs, and varions individuals (collectively, *Respondents™), including Robert
Thompson (“Mr. Thompson™). This response is Hled solely on behailf of Mr. Thompson. “Mr.
Thompeon receivad a copy of fiie Complaint on May 7, 2010, and by letter dated May 14, 2010,
he was grented an extension $ and incluliing Ame 18, 2010, in which to reszond.

Tis Compluint alioges that Mr. Thesspon (amd talier antrigutos) *“lnowingly and
willfuily sinisted the FECA by shking cantsiltiitions which exceed the limits mct fomils in she
FBCA” (Wup.l)ﬁeCnﬂmibudnanhmhmﬂy%
an Internet-based news and opinion website, published on April 7, 2010. The Daily Caller
veport, in tum, is sttribsted solsly to statements allegedly made by ene anonymous “former RNC
official” to a Daily Caller reporter. The contributions and transfers referenced in the Daily
Caller piece srv lawful transactions; the remaining allegations cousist solely of speculative
accusations by an umnamed source and unsdbitantisied statemetts By tiie Datly Caller.

The Congilint SWoull! Be Stmuanrily Dismlksed

The Compiaint dvwes ndt saiisify fae Comesimsionis minimwer sisndnes] sr msitaeg a
“rosssz 0 halices™ or "RTR" finding, snd it shenld be smxcwrily dismissed. The standards fer
identify a source of information that reasomebly gives risc tp a belicf in the truth of the
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spasulstion . . . wil! not he accepted as tme.” Sistement of Reasess of Compéissionass Mason,
Sandstrom, Smith, and Thomas in MUK 4960 at pp. 1-2 (Hillary Rodham Clinton for U.S.
Senate Exploratary Commiittes, Inc.) (December 21, 200Q) (citstions omitted). See also
Statement of Reasons of Commissioners Mason, Sandstrom, McDonald, Smith, Thontas and
WoN in MUR 5141 at p. 2 (Moran) (“Unleis basell on & compisinant’s perscaal knowidge, s
source of ilxmation remsonably giving rise 1 a belief in the truth of the allogations mmust be
identiied ") (citations emittof). Put sntither wy, ‘[iiis RTB stundasi din3 not pummit
cosmplriang s pmwesk rucre alltigations thed M sct hes taan siclited snd squast that the
Comzsissien undertalin s inuaiigtion ie determine whether those mm fimia W sxpjost the
charges. . . . The Commission must hawe mor= than anonymons mnnﬁem.u-nn
mﬂwmmnmmummnﬂm mme:

mwkmdcmmmﬂmmue&hmm
6056 at p. 6 n. 12 (Protect Colorado Jobs Inc.) (June 2, 2009).

MWBMnWWMRhMMGM
knowledgs of the Comphimmnt. The Complsint does not meet even these most elemental
requirements, and thus should be dismissed.

Ewn i The Compiaiag Merits Fulwther Reviaw, Tham Is Mo Bosls
In Hact To Supgart The Caxxplaint Against Mr. Thompson

The Complaint states that “suddenly and collectively on December 23 and 31, 2008 all of
these contributors muxed out to the RNC. . . .” In the first instance, the Complainant ignores the
obvious explanation for why contribuldrs might “max out” in December 2009: December is the
end of the anuual contribution limit period. In light of the year end, the “timing™ allegations

prove nothing. Mi. Thompoas has a long Smer hidiey. The Compiiint dites nv evidense that
mmmmmm“myndum

M. Thompass, & rasat] Respondeast ia tha Complaint, stetes in & awonn affiisvit that his
contribction wes “not esnamked in sny way,” thst his eontribmtion “was pot made with
conditions or contingencies,” and that he did not "have any cantrol over [his] contribution ouce it
was made to the Republican National Commiittee nor did [he] expect to have any such control.”
See attached affidavit of Mr. Thompson.

In bddiion, M. Thompeon iates that “prior tv amking my contribition to the Republicun
Naticosd Committes, 1 mever spoie with snyone fiom the Republiean Nutional Committee about
my onaiistion.” Mr. Thompwen di¥f st mile su sniswfil or sxowsive centribution antf wws
othemwiie immiditéd in arny vulawfhl trassuntisn,

The Compinint does mot allegg or ccatain any informaticn imdicating thet bir. Thempmna
retained cantral over the funds afier he made the contribution to the RNC. i fact, Mr.
Thompson's aitached affidavil demonstrates that he expressly relinquished contrel. Thexefore,
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such “contributions could only be aggregated, and thus considered excessive,” if Mr. Thompson
had “actual knowledge™ that the RNC would use his respesticre contribuiions together with others
to contribute to the MRP. Soe MUR 5968 (John Shadegg’s Friends, November 10, 2008, Factual
and Legal Analyzis at p. 5.)

However, the Compliaint also does not contain any allegation, let alone evidence, that the
nsmed donors (including Mr. Thompeon) ever had any knowledge of an alleged “illegal
scheme.” In the sbseace of such aonal Iniowidedgy, the Commission has pveviowmly detémmined
thai it emeod Sind (it the donoss madc cwomssive eonbsinufiems. ey MUR S968 (iobm
Shedegg’s Friends). -

The Complsint docs not contain any evidence of any contribution, transfer, or other
which does not constitute a violation of the FECA, the Commission may find no resson to
believe.” Statement of Ressons of Comumissioers McDomald, Mason, Sandstrom, Smith,
Thomas, and Wold in MUR 5120 (Rillary Rodham Clinton) (May 25, 2001).

Ini sum, tits Campiaint combiis “soonyssses sepneshitns” sad “ssswom stinements”™ ond
it is cemplietaiy bereft of any supporiéd allagetions that Mir. Thomaeon vicidéad any provision of
the FECA.

Comclusion

The Complaint fails to meet the mini standard for s RTB finding. In addition, the
facts alleged in the Complaint do not support a claim for a violation of the FECA and, in any
event, are fully rebutted by the swom affidavit of Mr. Thompson.

Mr. Thompuon respectfulfy requeghs tingt tne Compluint be disshissed summarily snd

If you have any additional questions, or if you require additional information, please feel
frec to contact me.

—Feffery V-Stuckey._

Attachment
cc:  Mr. Robert Thompson
Peter H. Ellsworth, Esq.
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